tance Administration (LEAA) and the Department of Justice, and their
activities were overseen "by a review board.    Funding is now managed
by the Office of Justice Assistance, Research and Statistics.    Func-
tionally, each operation is under the direction of a project officer,
with virtually no formal or daily relationship with federal law
enforcement agencies,  including DEA, except through liaison channels.

Finally, the MSRIPs, as their name implies, incorporate the re-
sources and facilities of various state and local police agencies
under one project director.   Thia makes them somewhat more regional
in the operation as opposed to the more limited scops of the DEA
S&I/TFP.

Many of the objectives for upgrading the oapdbilitiea appear to be
similar1 in the drug law enforcement areas.    Couldn't these two
separate programs be merged?

While superficially many of the features of the two programs appear
similar, in several basic, fundamental areas, they are very differ-
ent and could not be effectively merged.    First, and perhaps fore-
most, the DEA S&HTFP and the MSRPs function for different purposes.

DEA S&DTFP elements are directed towards investigations, prosecu-
tion and immobilization of mid and high-level narcotics traffickers.
MSRIPs are directed toward collection and exchange of intelligence-
information on a wide variety of criminal activities beyond just
narcotics.    DEA S&LTFP are operationally limited in scope to the
specific metropolitan locations in which they are established.
fiSRIPs are generally regionally oriented and, as their name implies,
multi-state in scope.    Finally, DEA S&LTFP elements and the MSRIPs
maintain different intelligence networks and data bases.    Both are
specifically tailored to the needs and requirements of their parent
organizations, with the appropriate federal, state, and local
statutory restrictions applicable to data access and'exhange.

Asset Seizures

Since early 1981)  what hae been the results of integrating DSA's
asset forfeiture- program into DEA performanae evaluation system?

Beginning in 1979, data on asaet activity began to be included in
annual reviews of regional, district and resident office perfor-
mance.

However, this data was not utilized as a performance measurement
tool until the reviews examining accomplishments for FT 1980.    Since
then,  each manager has been held accountable for his office(s) 's
assest removal program.    This program is and will continue to be a
major factor in evaluations of field office performance.

Ifae justification states that during 1981, $162 mill-ion in aaeh and
property ttae seised by DBA and $235 million in seizures are antici-
pated in 1982. What portion of this amount ie the value of illiait
drugs?

None of the reported seised case and property was illicit drugs.
All seisures were of drug-related assets, i.e., cash and property
employed in illicit drug traficking operations or revenues derived
from such operations.related information.
